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'extraordinary charges* for which we may safely read 'parish feasts'.1
Whether these suspicions were justified we cannot tell, but worse
things in relation to parish children were commonly laid to the charge
of parish officers. At all events the proportion of surviving children is
high compared with the later rate among workhouse children, and with
the later record among the nurse-children of St Clements itself.2
The law by which the settlement of illegitimate children was that of
the parish in which they were born, irrespective of the parents* settle-
ment, and the general presumption that an illegitimate child would
sooner or later be a burden to his parish, made parish officers keep a
watchful eye on all non-residents who were expected to lie-in. Even
apparently well-to-do and respectable visitors to a place where visitors
were as frequent as Bath, did not lightly escape, if we may credit Defoe.3
Failing satisfactory assurances, the woman was either hustled out of the
parish (and if a poor woman often in circumstances of the greatest
barbarity) or security was demanded that the child should not become
a burden upon the parish.4 Often, instead of a security against future
contingencies, a lump sum was paid, and in this case the general rule
seems to have been that the child was completely handed over to the
parish officers, and the money was held to free the parents from all
future claims. The *Form of a Release from the Overseers of the Poor
to one that had given £10 to be free from keeping a bastard child* given
in a handbook of 1720 on the poor laws makes this clear. The overseers
of the parish for themselves, their successors and the rest of the inhabi-
tants undertake 'in consideration of the sum of £10* to maintain the
child and to free the reputed father from all taxes, charges and payments5
— that is, from the weekly payment, usually 2s. 6d., demanded under an
affiliation order.
These lump sums were often treated as a perquisite by the parish
officers and were the occasion of a parish feast known as 'saddling the
spit*. It was assumed that the child's life would not be long, and there-
fore die money might as well be spent on jollification. Defoe says that
in some parishes the overseers were always ready for a feast and a sum
of money to take charge of an illegitimate child.6
As to saddling the spit, as the parish feast used to be called, [said Hanway
in 1766} it will not give a day of life to the infant: on the contrary, the custom
of giving small sums seems to have induced an opinion that a parish child's life

